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Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 December 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1. 3-9. 11-17 and 19-25. 27 and 29 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1-17, 19-25, 27 and 29 are pending in the application. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeKoning (U.S. Patent 6,085,333), in view of Wiederhold (U.S. Patent 6,226,745) 



5. DeKoning was cited in the last office action. 
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6. As to claims 1 and 9, DeKoning teaches quiescing resource consumer activity in a 
computer system [DeKoning, col. 8, line 12], comprising: 

preventing a first resource consumer from starting new activity on the computer system 
[DeKoning, col. 8, lines 12-13; col. 10, lines 7-8]; and 

allowing a second resource consumer to continue already-running activity on the 
computer system [DeKoning, col. 8, line 13-14; col. 10, lines 8-9]. 

7. DeKoning does not specifically teach wherein the act of preventing the first resource 
consumer from starting new activity comprises setting an activity limit applicable to the first 
resource consumer to a prescribed value, the activity limit comprising an active session limit that 
represents a limit on a number of active session. However, Wiederhold teaches limiting the 
number of queries any particular user can pose that access any single record in a database, and 
limited to accessing any particular data record twice during any 30 day period [Wiederhold, 
abstract; col. 6, lines 26-28; col. 9, lines 27-47; col. 11, table 1, rules 12 and 21] (Examiner is 
unable to find proper disclosure of "active session limit" in the parent non-provisional 
application. Therefore, it is rejected based on the application filing date of 9/27/01). 

8. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have combined the teaching of DeKoning with the teaching of Wiederhold, 
because the teaching of Wiederhold further enhance the teaching of DeKoning by preventing the 
exhaustion of available resources by setting a limit for each consumer. 
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9. As to claims 25 and 27, DeKoning and Wiederhold do not specifically teach wherein the 
prescribed value is zero. However, DeKoning disclosed preventing new host I/O request to the 
controller [DeKoning, col. 8, line 12] and Wiederhold disclosed an administrator specifies a user 
resource limit to an absolute value [Wiederhold, col. 9, lines 39-40]. 

10. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have recognized that the absolute value associated with any user's resource limit is 
configurable by the system to start or stop user's activity. 

11. As to claims 4 and 12, DeKoning and Wiederhold do not specifically teach wherein the 
prevented activity is queued. However, it is well known in the art to queue un-serviced requests. 

12. Claims 17, 20 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
DeKoning and Wiederhold as applied to claims 1 and 25 above, in view of Jones et al (hereafter 
Jones) (U.S. Patent 6,003,061). 

13. Jones was cited in the last office action. 

14. As to claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. In addition, 
DeKoning and Wiederhold do not specifically teach a resource plan, the resource plan 
identifying a first resource consumer and a second resource consumer, among which a computer 
system resource is to be allocated and specifying an allocation of the resource among the first 
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resource consumer and the second resource consumer, and a scheduler for allocating the resource 
among the first resource consumer and the second resource consumer according to the resource 
plan. 

15. However, Jones teaches a resource plan [Jones, col. 5, lines 38-52], the resource plan 
identifying a first resource consumer and a second resource consumer, among which a computer 
system resource is to be allocated and specifying an allocation of the resource among the first 
resource consumer and the second resource consumer [Jones, col. 5, line 66-col. 6, line 40], and 
a scheduler for allocating the resource among the first resource consumer and the second 
resource consumer according to the resource plan [Jones, col. 6, lines 8-17]. 

16. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have combined the teaching of DeKoning and Wiederhold with the teaching of 
Jones, because the teaching of Jones enhances the teaching of DeKoning and Wiederhold by 
providing a resource managing or planning functionality for allocating limited resources to 
requesting clients. 

17. As to claim 20, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 



18. 



As to claim 29, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 25 above. 
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19. Claims 3, 5-8, 1 1, 13-16, 19 and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DeKoning, Wiederhold and Jones as applied to claim 17 above, and further in 
view of Fong et al (hereafter Fong) (U.S. Patent 6,263,359). 

20. Fong was cited in the last office action. 

21. As to claim 19, DeKoning, Wiederhold and Jones teach a resource planner applying a 
policy to a request that grants access to a resource to an activity while denying others [Jones, col. 
5, lines 53-65]. DeKoning, Wiederhold and Jones do not specifically teach a first group of 
resource consumers, a second group of resource consumers. However, Fong teaches requesters 
requesting resources are grouped in classes [Fong, abstract, lines 1-6; col. 2, lines 1-5; col. 14, 
lines 29-33; Fig. 1]. 

22. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have applied the teaching of Fong to the invention of DeKoning, Wiederhold and 
Jones because the teaching of Fong would further enhance the functionality of DeKoning, 
Wiederhold and Jones by serving consumer requests based on priority. 

23. As to claims 8 and 16, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claim 19 above. 
In addition, DeKoning, Wiederhold, Jones and Fong teach the invention substantially as claimed 
including the computer system operating according to a first resource plan [DeKoning, abstract, 
lines 3-8; Jones, col. 5, lines 38-52], comprising: 
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replacing the first resource plan with a second resource plan [DeKoning, abstract, lines 3- 

8]. 

24. As to claims 3 and 1 1, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claim 19 above. 

25. As to claims 5 and 13, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 1, 3 and 25 
above. In addition, DeKoning, Wiederhold, Jones and Fong teach the invention substantially as 
claimed including the first resource consumer group comprising one or more resource consumers 
[Fong, col. 4, lines 12-25]. 

26. As to claims 6 and 14, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 1, 3 and 25 
above. 

27. As to claims 7 and 15, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 

28. As to claim 21, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 5 and 17 above. 

29. As to claim 22, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 6 above. 

30. As to claim 23, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 



31. 



As to claim 24, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 3, 8 and 21 above. 
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32. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 3,865,999 to Spitaels teaches preventing new activities from starting, and 
allowing already-running activity to continue. 

Response to Arguments 

33. Applicant's arguments filed 12/8/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

34. In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that: 

a. References do not disclose or suggest an activity session limit that represents a 
limit on a number of active session. 

35. Examiner respectfully traversed Applicant's remarks: 

36. As to point (a), this argument is moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 

37. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Qing-Yuan Wu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2194 




